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Region One
490 N. Meridian Road
Kalispell, MT 59901
(406) 7s2-s501
FAX: (406) 257'0349
Ref :DV294-00
November 1,2000

TO: Environmental Ouality Council, Capitol Building, Helena, 59620-1704
Dept. of Environmental Ouality, Metcalf Bldg., PO Box 200901, Helena, 59620-0901
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks: Director's Office - Rich Clough; Fisheries Division - Karen Zackheim; Legal Unit
MT Historical Society, State Historic Preservation Office, 225 North Roberts, Veteran's Memorial Building, Helena,

59620-1 201
Montana State Library, 1515 East Sixth Ave., Helena, 59620-1800
Jim Jensen, Montana Environmental lnformation Center, PO Box 1 184, Helena,59624
George Ochenski, PO Box 689, Helena,59624
Wayne Hirst, Montana State Parks Foundation, PO Box728, Libby, 59923
Montana State Parks Association, PO Box 699, Billings, 59103
Joe Gutkoski, President, Montana River Action Network,304 N 18'h Ave., Bozeman,59715
Rep. Rod Bitney, PO Box 10501, Kalispell, 59904-3501
Rep. Paul Sliter, PO Box 1 18, Somers, 59932
Rep. Roger Sommerville, PO Box 1104, Kalispell, 59903
Sen. Arnie Mohl, 3303 Hwy 2 E, Kalispell, 59901
Sen Bob Keenan, Box 697, Bigfork, 5991 1-0697
Flathead County Commissioners, 800 S Main, Kalispell, 59901
Flathead County Library, 247 First Avenue E, Kalispell, 59901
Stan Frasier, Montana Wildlife Federation, PO Box 'l 175, Helena,59624
Janet Ellis, Montana Audubon Council, PO Box 595, Helena, 59624
Arlene Montgomery, Friends of the Wild Swan, PO Box 5103, Swan Lake, 59911
Warren llli, Flathead Wildlife, lnc., PO Box 4, Kalispell, 59903
John Winnie, Trout Unlimited, PO Box 638, Kalispell, 59903-0638
Mike Baker, Director, Kalispell Parks and Recreation, PO Box 1997, Kalispell, 59903-1997
Mayor Bill Boharski, City of Kalispell, PO Box 1997, Kalispell, 59903-1997
Chris Kukulski, City Manager, City of Kalispell, PO Box 1997, Kalispell, 59903-1997
John Cloninger, Chief lnstructor, Hooked on Fishing, FWP, 490 N Meridian Rd, Kalispell, 59901
Jim Mann, The Daily lnter Lake, PO Box 7610, Kalispell, 59904
Rep. Rob Raney, 212 5.6'h, Livingston, 59047

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The enclosed Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared for Dry Bridge Slough. The purpose of the project is
to dredge and deepen the slough to improve water quality and fish habitat.

Ouestions and comments will be accepted through Thursday, November 30, 2000. Please direct your questions or

comments to Tim Taylor, Fisheries Technician, FWP, 490 N. Meridian Road, Kalispell, MT 59901, or e-mail to

fwpmit@diqisys.net.

Sincerely,
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Dan Vincent
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Regional Supervisor
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MEPA/NEPA/HB495 GENERIC CHECKLIS丁

PART:.PROPOSED AC丁 :ON DESCR:PT:ON

l.   丁ype of Proposed State Action: Drv Bridoe SlouQh Urban Fi旦h咀

2:  Agency Authority for the Proposed Action: FllVP,490 N Merldian Road,
Kalispe‖ r MT 59901.{406)752-5501

3.   Name of ProleCt  Drv Bridqe Slouch Dredoinq

4.   Name′  Address and Phone Number of Prolect SpOnsOr(if other than the
agency}

g. Map/site plan: attach an original 8112" x 11" or larger section of the most

recent USGS 7.5' series topographic map showing the location and boundaries

of the area that would be affected by the proposed action. A different map

scale may be substituted if more appropriate or if required by agency rule. lf
available, a site plan should also be attached.

6. Location Affected by Proposed Action (county,

December, 2OOO

range and townshiP)

丁28N′ R21W′ S17′ 20- Flathead County

7. ProleCt Size:Estimate the number of acres that would be directly affected that
are currently:

5. lf Applicable:

Estimated Construction/Commencement Date:
Estimated Completion Date: February, 2OO1

Current Status of Project Design (% complete)

Developed:
residential
ind ustrial

(b) OPen SPace/Woodlands/
Recreation acres

(c) Wetlands/Riparian
Areas ..2 acres

(d) Floodplain acres

(e) Productive:
irrigated croPland .-acres
dry cropland.... acres
forestry 

- 
acres

rangeland acres
other' acres

(a)

acres

acres

Dry Bridge S10ugh Public Review Draft 10/31/00
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9. Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action or Project including the Benefits and
Purpose of the Proposed Action.

Dredge and deepen Dry Bridge Park Slough to improve water quality and fish
habitat.

10. Listing of any other Local, State or Federal agency that has overlapping or
add itional jurisd iction.

(a) Permits:
Aoencv Name Permit Date Filed/#

(b) Funding:
Aoencv Name Funding Amount

(c) Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictional Responsibilities:
Aqencv Name Tvoe of Resoonsibilitv

1 1. List of Agencies Consulted During Preparation of the EA:

City of Kalispell

Dry Bridge Slough Publlc Review Dtaf.'- lO/3L/00
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A. Evaluation of the lmpacts of the Proposed Action
Environment:

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

lncluding Secondary and Cumulative lmpacts on the Physical and Human

1. LAND RESOURCES

Will the proPosed action result in:

:MPACTS Can lmpacts
Be

-Mitigated'
Comm6nt

lndex

Unknown' None Minor'
Potentially
Significant'

E. Soil instability or changes in geologic substructuroT X

b. Disruption, displacement. orosion, compaction, moisture loss,

or over-covering of soil which would reduce productivity or

fenility?

X

2b

c. Dostruction. covering or modification of any unique goologic or

physical foaturosT
X

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or erosion patterns that may

modify the channel of a river or stroam or the bod or shoro of a

lakeT

X

ld

e. Other:

Narrative Doscription and Evaluation of the cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

1d: Project will deepen uglo 25o/o of the pond from tho existing 4 ft. up to 1O It.

PHYSICAL ENVIBONMENT

2. AIR

Will the Proposed action result in:

IMPACTS Can lmpacts
Be

Mitigated *
Comment

lndex

Unknown' None Minor
Potentially
Signif icant'

a. Emission of air pollutants or dete A

b. Creation of obiectionablo odors? X 2b

c. Altgration of air movement, moisture or temperature patterns, or

any chango in climato, either locally or regionallyT
X

d. Adverse effects on vegetation, including crops, due to increased
ami<cions of oollutants?

X

e. Other:

Narrativa Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Air Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

2b. Thoro mayb6 short-term odors created while the excavaled material is drying 1-2 days prior to removal from site. odors of hydrogon sulfide and methan

aru 
"r"","a 

now at the site as aquatic vegetalion seasonally dies and rots. These odors may be reduced if deepening reduces the amount of vegetation.

'lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the

impact has not or cannot be evaluated'
Dry Bridge Slough PubIic Review Draj-- l0/31/00

scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown
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P1lYS:CAL ENV:RONMENT(conJnued)

3. WATER

Will th6 proposod action result in:

e. Dischargo into surface wator or any alteration of
surface watcr quality including but not limited to

, dissolvod oxygon, turbidity or

b. Changos in drainaga pattorns or the rate and amount
of surface runoffT

c. Alteration of the course or magnitude of flood wator or

other flows7

d. Changee in the amount of surfaco water in 6ny wster
body or creation of a new water

e. Exposure of people or property to wator related
hazards such qs floodingT

h. lncroasa in tho risk of contamination of surfaco or

i. Violation of the Montana Non Oogra

l. Effects on othor usars as a result of any alteration in

k. Effocts on othor wster users as a result of any
alteration in surfaca or

Narrativo Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Water Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

3a. Dredging will causo tomporary increases in turbidity. This will be minimized by working during low water periods and bv the using filter fabric on the

outf lo w.

3b. Dredging will slightly increase the volume of the pond. This will slightly increase retention time for storm water that is discharged to the pond.

Dr7 Bridge Slough Public Review Draf.l LO/3L/Ai
.lnclude an attachmont with a narrativo explanation describing th€ scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impac

4has not or cannot bo evalualed'

lMPACTS Can lmpacts
Bo

Mitigated'
Comm€nt

lndox

Unknown' None Minor'
Potentially

Significant'

X 3a

X
3b

X

X

X

f. Chanoos in the quality of groundwaterT X

o. Chanoes in the quantity of groundwatelT X

X

X

i. Effocts on anv existing wator right or reservationT X

X

X

m. Other:
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pHyStCAL ENVIRONMENT (continued)

4. VEGETATION

Will ths proposed action result in:

IMPACT Can lmpacts
Be

Mitigated'
Comment

lnde
Unknown * Nono Minor'

Potontially
Significant'

a. Changos in the divorsity, productivity or abundanco of plant
spocies (i ncludi n g tryl1.$411l9!!: 19P1. and aquatic plsnts) ?

X
4a

b. Alteration of a plant communityT X

c. Advarso offocts on any uniquo, rare, threatenod, or cndangered

Dlant spociosT
X

d. Reduction in acreaga or productivity of any agricultural landT X

e. Establishment or sproad of noxious wsodsT
X

4e

f.Other:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of ths Cumulativs and Secondary Effects on Vegetation Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

4a. Deepening will slightly decreaso the abundanco of aquatic plants in the slough. Tho decraasa in vegetation should improve wator quality by

docreasing docomposition products such as m€thane and hydrogen sulfide.

4o. Tho upland portion has some noxious woads. Disturbed areas will be reseeded to grass. The city of Kalispell mechanically and chemically trests tha

area for wood control.

\-/
Dry ?ridge SJ.ough Public Review Dra:L lO/3L/aA
,lncludo sn attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impac

has not or cannot bo ovaluatod. 5



5. FISH/1/VILDLIFE

Will th6 proposed action result in: Potentially
Signif icant'

a. Deterioration of critical fish or wildlife
habitatT

b. Changes in the diversity or abundance of

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance of non-

d. lntroduction of new into an areaT

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or
movement of animals?

f.Adverse effeCtS On any unique′ rare′

g. lncrease in conditions that stress wildlife
populations or limit abundance (including

harassment, legal or illegal harvest or other
human activity)7

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on FishAVildlife Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if 11*a.af :

,\5b. Deepening of the pond should improv€ water quality and survival conditions for stocked rainbow trout. Trout now are sublect to complete winter and
summer kill.

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EFFECTS

Will the proposed action result in: Can lmpact
Be

Mitigated *
Potentially

Signif icant*

a. lncreases in existing noise levels?

b. Exposure of people to serve or nuisance
noise levels?

c. Creation of electrostatic or electromagnetic
effects that could be detrimental to human
health or property?

d. lnterference with radio or television
reception and oPeration?

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Noise/Electrical Effects (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

6b. There will be a short-term increase in noise levels due to the excavating equipment and trucks to remove excavated material. This noise should last onl

,.4-7 days.

Dry tsridge SIouqh PubIic Review Draft l0l31rC0
'lncludo an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the

has not or cannot be ovaluatod.

scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impac

b

lMPACT
Can

lmpact Be
M itiqated'

Comment
lndexUnknown' None Minor'

X

X 5b

X

X

X

X

X

h. Other:

lMPAC丁

Comment
lndex

Unknown None Minor*

X

X 6b

X

X

e.Other:



7. LAND USE

Will the Proposed action result in:

a. Alteration of or interference with the
productivity or profitability of the existing land

b. Conflicted with a designated natural area or

area of unusual scientific or educational

c. Conflict with any existing land use whose

presence would constrain or potentially

bit the prqpqggd a.ction?.

d. Adverse effects on or relocation of

Narrative Doscription and Evaluation of tho cumulativa and secondary Effects on Land Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

Can lmpact
Be

Mitigated *

8. RISK/HEALTH HAZARDS

Will the ProPosed action result in:

a. Hisk of an explosion or release of hazardous

substances (including, but not limited to oil,

pesticides, chemicals, or radiation) in the

event of an accident or other forms of

b. Affect an existing emergency response or

emergency evacuation plan or create a need

c. Creation of any human health hazard or

ial hazardT

onRisk/HealthHazards(RFn"uaitionalpagesofnarrativeifneeded):

Dry Bridge Slouqh PubIj'c Review Dra:r 10/31/00
,lnclude 8n attachmont with a narrative explanalion describing the

has not or cannot be evaluated'

lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impacscope and level of impact.

7



⌒

9. COMMUNITY IMPACT

Will th€ proposed action result in:

lMPACT・
Can

lmpact Be
Mitigated "

Comment
IndexUnknown' None Minor*

Potentially
S ig nif ica nt *

a. Alteration of the location, distribution,
density, or growth rate of the human
oooulation of an area?

X

b. Alteration of the social structure of a
communityT

X

c. Alteration of the level or distribution of
employment or community or personal
incomeT

X

d. Changes in industrial or commercial
activityT

X

e. lncreased traffic hazards or effects on
existing transportation facilities or patterns of
movement of PeoPle ?nd S99dE7

X

f. other:

Narrativo Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Community lmpact (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

Dry Bridge Slcugh Public Review Draft !0/31/00
.lncludo an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impac

has not or cannot bo ovaluated' I



IMPACT・
1 O. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXESiUTILITIES

Will the proPosed action result in: Potentially
Significant'

a. Have an effect upon or result in a need for
new or altered governmental services in any

of the following areas: fire or police

protection, schools, parks/recreational

facilities, roads or other public maintenance,

water supply, sewer or septic systems, solid

waste disposal, health, or other governmental

b. Have an effect upon the local or state tax

base and rgygnues?

c. Result in a need for new facilities or

substantial alterations of any of the following

utilities: electric power, natural gas, other fuel

supply or distribution systems, or

communicationsT

d. Result in increased used of any energy

Comment
lnder

10a

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the cumulativo and Secondary Effects on Public Services/Taxes/Utilities (Attach additional pages of narrativa if neoded)

l.t';3,i.ilin':iff[';::;['l]:i.::1;::,'J:,lffiiJ:"'ff1[Hndecrease 
noxious odors' and increase rish-carrvins caoacit" or

N

1 1 . AESTHETICS/RECHEATION

Will the proPosed action result in:

lMPAC丁 =

Can lmpact
Be

Mitigated*
Comment

lndexUnknown* None Minor*
Potentially

Signif icant *

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or creation of

an aesthetically offensive site or effect that is

^nen to oublic viewT

X

b. Alteration of the aesthetic character of a

communitY or neighborhood?

X 11b

c. Alteration of the quality or quantity of

recreational/tourism opportunities and

settings? (Attach Tourism Report)

X 11c

d. Other: -
Narrative Doscription and Evaluation of the cumulative and secondary Effects on Aesthetics/Recreation (Attach additional pages of narradve if needed):

11b,c. Deepening of the pond should reduce the amount of emergent and/or dying vegetation.

Dry Bridge Sl.ough Public Review Draf-' 10/31/00

'lncluds an attachment with a narrative explanation describing

has not or cannot bo svaluatod'

the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impac
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(continued

1 2. CULTURAL/HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Will the proposed action result in:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Cultural/Historical Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed)

a. Dostruction or altoration of any site, structuro or objoct of
prohistoric, historic, or paleontological importanceT

al chango that would affect uniquo cultural orllistoric valuesT

c. Effects on existing religious or sacred uses of a site or area?

.I3. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE

Will the proposed action, considered as a whole:
Potentially

Significant *

a. Have impacts that aro individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (A

project or program may result in impacts on two or moro separate resources

which croate 6 nt effect when considered together or in total.)

b. lnvolvo potontial risks or adverse effects which are uncortain but extremely
hazardous if thoY wore to occur?

e. Generate substantial debato or controversy about the nature of the impacts
that would ba created?

c. Potentially conflict with the substantive requirements of any local, state, or

federal or formal plan?

d. Establish a precedont or likelihood that future actions with significant
impacts sed7

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Summary Evaluation of Significance (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

l3e. Some neighbors have been very protective of the city park and are concerned about changes in use. Some neighbors were initially concorned about

creating family fishing opportunity by stocking trout, but now seem to be generally supportive.

Ory Bridge Slough ?ublic Review Draft 10/31/00
.lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why tho unknown impac

has not or cannot bo evaluatod. 10



PART ll. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW rcontinueat

Description ond onolysis of reosonoble olternotives (including lhe no oction olternotive) to the proposed qction,

whenever ollernotives ore reosonobly ovoiloble ond prudent to consider, ond o discusslon of how the olternolives woul,
be implemenled: \_.

l. No oction. The slough will remoin heovily vegetoled. Decoying vegelotion will continue to creole orygen deplelions
ond ihe creotion of hydrogen sulfide ond methone goses. Plonted trout willonly survive o few months in the spring ond
o few months in the foll.

2. Complete excovotion. Excovote lhe entire pond lo o deplh of ten feet or more. This would remove most vegetotion
ond creoie more woter volume. Oxygen depletion might be ovoided, but olgoe blooms would become more common
wilhout rooted vegeiolion lo toke up nutrients.

There is no funding of this time for o project of this mognilude. Removol of most of the vegetotion would probobly limit

use by woterfowl ond furbeorers, which wouldn't be occeptoble to current users.

3. Excovote opproximotely one fourth of the pond to o depth of ten feet. Excovoted moterlols would be dried ond houled

from lhe site. Disturbed shoreline oreo would be smoolhed ond reseeded. Deepening o portion of the pond willincreqse

volume ond decreose oquolic vegetotion. which would improve woter quolity ond fish survivolwhile leoving odequote
shollow oreos ond vegetotion for woter foul ond fur beorers.

The preferred olternotive is olternotive 3.

4. Evoluotion ond listing of mitigotion, stipulotion. or olher conirol meosures enforceoble by the ogency or onother

government ogencY:

Only o portion of the pond would be excovoted. Silt fence would be instolled of the outlet. Silt fence would be inslolled

between the excovoted spoils ond the pond. Excovotion would occur in the follwhen there is litile or no outflow from

lhe pond. Disturbed shoreline oreos will be smoothed ond reseeded.
\--

S. Bosed on the significonce criterio evoluoted in this EA, is on EIS required? YES / NO lf on EIS is not required, exploin whv

the EA is the oppropriote level of onolysis for this proposed ociion:

Only o quorler of the pond or less will be excovoted. This oclion should improve seosonol woter quolity ond lesson

objectionoble odors. This project should improve the fish beoring copocity of the pond. All disturbed oreos will be

smoothed ond reseeded.

5. Describe the level of public involvement for this project, if ony; ond, given the complexity ond the seriousness of lhe

environmentol issues ossocioted with the proposed oction, is the level of public involvement oppropriote under lhe

circumstonces?

The public will be notified of the project through o news releose. Adjocent neighbors ond interested porties will be

informed of the project ond will be moiled o copy of the EA if requested.

7. Durotion of comment period if ony: Thirty doys - November 1 through November 30, 2000.

g. Nome, tile, oddress, ond phone number of the person(s) responsible for preporing the EA:

Tim Toylor, Fisheries

Jim Voshro, Fisheries

Monlono Fish, Wildlife & Porks
490 N. Meridion

Kolispell Montono, 5990 I

406-752-5501

Dry Bridge SIough Public Review Draft 10/31/00
rlnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impaot is unknown, explain why the unknown impac
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